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judges and juries. English custom as moulded by
the Common Law differs from the Continental custom
in a curious way which I may illustrate by an ex-
ample. A public body lays down a rule which it
imagines may benefit A and B, but if A and B
manage to accommodate each other by breaking
the rule without injuring the interests of the com-
munity in which the rule is made, the public body
(according to English custom) would not trouble
itself further whereas on the Continent the public
body would feel it a personal insult that the
rule should be disregarded. There are even a
number of statutes on the Statute Book which
are never observed though they have never been
repealed.

I shall first deal with the question of State inter-
ference as between the employer and the artisan.
This has taken two forms: (a) measures for the
general well-being of the artisan like the Factory
Acts and the series of Employers' Liability Statutes
as from 1880. (b) For giving artisans the right of
combination, even though in restraint of trade,
against the employer to raise wages by collective
bargaining. Dealing first with the Factory Acts
and the Employers' Liability Statutes, which
culminated in a system of national insurance, I shall
try to examine the effect of these measures on the
actual status of the artisan. As from 1880 re-
formers considered it wrong " that the State should
abdicate its functions by remaining passive, and it
was urged that the State should not only leave the
road open for ability, but should also give active
assistance in suppressing unfavourable external